.
1978, National Task Force 1977), they will not be belabored here. In: I simply note the extensiveness of the list, the partially overlapping r of the constructs involved, and the lack in the literature of attem; cover the field with respect to these explanations to determine which among them stand up to empirical scrutiny, which attempt to locate ; ous relations, or even which merely attempt to replicate earlier findi
To test alternative theories using measurement-based research, we large, longitudinal, prospective studies. These research projects w quire better operational indicators of key theoretical constructs thi now use. This means that in planning such studies, serious atte needs to be given to psychometric considerations now only occasi* taken seriously. More careful attention to the construct validity of sures of strain, anomie, commitment, and delinquent behavior is ni at the research planning stage. The attention that can be given to topics, and the range of measures available in existing survey dat limited. Better methodology, better conceptualization, and larger sa: in future longitudinal studies will enhance the continuation of this ki research.
Comprehensive examination of alternative explanatory models, i ing the approach most prevalent in the literature of examining a f one's favorite variables and omitting other variables from considerati required. Such comprehensive research is needed for the reasons sj out over a decade ago by Hirschi and Selvin (1967) in a sweeping app of analytic methods in delinquency research. They pointed ou desirability of deleting spurious or redundant explanations frorr theoretical repertoire and noted that although passive quasi-experirr methods such as causal analysis using multivariate procedures appe have much to offer, there is a dearth of activity that aims to accon this task. The characteristization of delinquency research that Hirsch Selvin provided is still apt today. Indeed, the situation has, if anyt become even worse. Explanations are multiplying at a rapid rate. ". remains, therefore, much potential for even weak quasi-experirr techniques to extend our knowledge.
IMPROVING THEORIES AND LEARNING TO PREVENT DELINQUENCY
The theoretical perspectives described in this report and by Empey volume) imply that the social organization of schooling and the e<dman 1978) or insidious labeling (Schur 1973) as contributing to the explanation of delinquency. Still others see social class, means-ends disjunction (Cohen 1955, Merton 1957, Stinchcombe 1964), or isolation and alienation from mainstream American (or British) culture via an inappropriate schooling experience as explanations (Coleman 1972, Greenberg 1977, McPartland and McDill 1977, West 1975). Additional provocative speculations propose that delinquency may be one outcome of the inability of youths through their experiences in the school environment, which is so central to almost never receiving rewards for conformity or performance; and when a pupil's grades are already low,al family socioeconomic status.
